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REMARKS 



Status of the Claims 

The Final Office Action mailed October 3, 2008 noted that claims 1 , 5, 8-10 and 12-14 
were pending and rejected claims 1, 5, 8-10, and 12-14. Claim 4 is amended, no claims are 
newly cancelled, no new claims have been added, and, thus, in view of the foregoing claims 1-5, 
8-10 and 12-14 remain pending for reconsideration which is requested. No new matter is 
believed to have been added. The Examiner's rejections are respectfully traversed below. 

Declaration under 37 C.F.R. § 1.131 

A Declaration under 37 C.F.R. § 1 .131 is filed concurrently with this Response. This is a 
facsimile and if the Examiner believes that a clearer copy is required, this will be filed if 
necessary. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

The Office Action, in item 5, on page 3, rejected claims 1, 5, 8-10 and 12-14 under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Arrow et al. (US Patent Number 6,154,839) in view 
of Christensen (US Patent Number 7,292,530). This rejection is respectfully traversed below. 

The Office Action admits on page 4 that Arrow does not explicitly teach "said filtering 
information is used for identifying a specific value showing a VoIP performing a VoIP 
communication" recited in claim 1 . However, the Office Action asserts that Christensen teaches 
the above features in column 8, lines 25-43 and column 1 0, line 63 - column 1 1 , line 1 0. 

It is respectfully submitted that in light of the concurrently filed declaration under 37 CFR 
1.131 that Christensen is not valid prior art because the subject matter of the claims of the 
present Application was conceived prior to December 29, 2000, the filing date of Christensen. 
(See 35 U.S.C. § 102(e), A person shall be entitled to a patent unless the invention was 
described in - (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in 
the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent). Furthermore, diligence 
has been shown from just before the filing date of Christensen, December 29, 2000, to the filing 
date of Japan Application 2001-041746, February 19, 2001, this Application's priority document. 

Details with regard to conception of the subject matter of the claims can be found, for 
example, in paragraphs 2-4 of the Declaration. Details with regard to diligence from just before 
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the filing date of Christensen to the filing of this Application's priority document can be found, for 
example, in paragraphs 5-7 of the Declaration. 

Because the Office Action admits that Arrow fails to teach all features of claim 1 , 
withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

Independent claim 2 recites "said filtering information is used for identifying a specific 
value showing a VoIP performing a VoIP communication" which the Office Action admits is not 
taught by Arrow. 

Independent claim 3 recites "said filtering information is used for identifying a specific 
value showing a VoIP performing a VoIP communication" which the Office Action admits is not 
taught by Arrow. 

Independent claim 4 recites "said filtering key is used for identifying a specific value 
showing a VoIP performing a VoIP communication" which the Office Action admits is not taught 
by Arrow. 

Independent claim 8 recites "said filtering information is used for identifying a specific 
value showing a VoIP performing VoIP communication" which the Office Action admits is not 
taught by Arrow. 

Independent claim 9 recites "said filtering key is used for identifying a specific value 
showing a VoIP performing a VoIP communication" which the Office Action admits is not taught 
by Arrow. 

Independent claim 10 recites "said filtering information/filtering key is used for identifying 
a specific value showing a VoIP performing a VoIP communication" which the Office Action 
admits is not taught by Arrow. 

Independent claim 14 recites "the information indicating that a communication is over 
VoIP" which the Office Action admits is not taught by Arrow. 

The dependent claims depend from the above discussed independent claims and are 
patentable over Arrow for at least the reasons above. 

In light of the above discussion, withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 
Summary 

There being no further outstanding objections or rejections, it is submitted that the 
application is in condition for allowance. An early action to that effect is courteously solicited. 
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Finally, if there are any formal matters remaining after this response, the Examiner is 
requested to telephone the undersigned to attend to these matters. 

mi 
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If there are any additional fees associated with filing of this Amendment, please charge 
the same to our Deposit Account No. 19-3935. 

Respectfully submitted, 

STAAS & HALSEY LLP 



Date: H-Stff B , 0^ £ ■ &^ 

John R. Bednarz 
Registration No. 62,168 

1201 New York Avenue, N.W., 7th Floor 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
Telephone: (202)434-1500 
Facsimile: (202)434-1501 
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